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C. The commenter also stated “holding state water rights does not
guarantee use of federal land and public trust resources for appropriation
of the water rights” and this comment has been noted. The purpose of
the proposed project is not simply to exercise water rights, but to utilize
those existing rights to meet the water needs of the residents of Placer
County and to prevent shortages or a building moratorium. Also, please
see Response L-21.A and Response L-112.B. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A. Project support noted. 

B. A list of acronyms and abbreviations is included in the List of Acronyms
and Abbreviations of the Final EIS/EIR.  This change does not alter the
conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

C. Comment noted. 

D. Reclamation frequently includes the biological opinion in the Final EIS.
Ultimately, Reclamation cannot issue the Record of Decision for an action
until it has received the federal resource agencies' biological opinions.
Appendix G, National Marine Fisheries Service Coordination and
Consultation, is a placeholder for the agency’s biological opinion. 

E. Please refer to Response L-110.B. 

F. The suggested revision regarding the Project History section is included in
Chapter 1.0, Section 1.2, Project History of the Final EIS/EIR.  This change
does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 
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G. The text of the Draft EIS/EIR (page 3-5) provides further explanation of the
regional study area.  Key features of the study area (i.e., Folsom Reservoir and
the American River) are shown on Figure 2-2, page 2-3. 

H. Comment noted. 

I. Pages 2-8 and 2-17 of the Draft EIS/EIR state that the Proposed Project would be
built above the 100-year flood level at elevation 560 ft msl.  At this elevation, the
proposed pump station site is approximately 5 feet above the estimated 100-year
flood level.  This level of flood protection is considered the minimum requirement
for this type of facility under common engineering practices.  There are currently
no requirements to construct water supply infrastructure above the 500-year flood
level.  Although this specification, as noted by the commenter, is federally-required
for critical flood control infrastructure projects, the pump station is not a flood
control structure.  While PCWA considers the pump station to be critical
infrastructure necessary to supply water to customers in its service area, economic
considerations would prevent construction of the pump station above the 500-year
flood elevation.   It is more economical to design the pump station above the 100-
year flood level, and design the structure to tolerate inundation from infrequent
flood events.  To reduce the risk of damage due to flooding, all portions of the
diversion structure would be designed to tolerate inundation during flood events
greater than the 1½ year, bank-full event.  While damage during high flood events
may occur, the risks to water supply reliability would be significantly decreased or
eliminated, relative to the existing condition. 

J. As described in Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features, the lead
agencies, in coordination with CDPR, have revised the proposed public river
access features and propose only development of riverside parking to
accommodate 3 handicap-accessible spaces and a vehicle turnaround area for
loading and unloading equipment.  It is anticipated that minor maintenance will be
required each year. 

K. An updated list of acronyms and abbreviations is provided in the Final EIS/EIR.
The acronym DWR is used for the California Department of Water Resources.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   

L. The acronyms included on Figure S-9 are included in the updated acronym and
abbreviation list provided at the front of the Final EIS/EIR. 
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P. A revised trails map has been prepared and is included in Chapter 3.0,
Section 3.8, Recreation, 3.8.1.2, Project Area Setting.  This change does not
alter the conclusions presented in the EIS/EIR. 

Q. The correction to the description of the Central Valley Project hydropower
system is included in Chapter 3.0, Section 3.11.1, Affected Environment.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

R. The correction regarding the installed power capacity of the CVP hydropower
system is included in Chapter 3.0, Section 3.11.1, Affected Environment.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

M. This correction is noted in the Executive Summary to the Final EIS/EIR.  This
change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   

N. An updated list of acronyms and abbreviations is provided in the Final
EIS/EIR.  The acronym VELB is used for Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

O. The Draft EIS/EIR makes reference to Appendix H in Chapter 3.0, Section
3.3.2, Diversion-related Analysis Framework, paragraph 3, page 3-14.
Additionally, in most of the impact evaluation sections, Appendix H is indicated
the first time a figure or table located in that appendix is referenced.  However,
to provide additional clarification, an additional explanation is provided in
Chapter 3.0, Section 3.1.1.2, Environmental Consequences/Impact Analysis.
This change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   
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S. Commenter's suggestion regarding clarification of the cumulative condition in
the introduction to Draft EIS/EIR Table 2-7 is included in the Final EIS/EIR,
Chapter 2.0, Section 2.4, Summary of Alternatives and Impacts.  This
change does not alter the conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   

T. An updated summary of impacts and environmental protection measures is
provided in Final EIS/EIR,  Chapter 2.0, Section 2.4, Summary of Alternatives
and Impacts.  Suggestions made by the commenter have been incorporated
into the updated table.  These changes do not alter the cumulative condition
impact conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   

U. The suggested edits and corrections indicated by the commenter have been
incorporated into the updated Summary of Impacts and Environmental
Protection Measures presented in the Final EIS/EIR, Chapter 2.0, Section 2.4,
Summary of Alternatives and Impacts.  These corrections do not alter the
conclusions presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.  

V. The suggested revision to the discussion of "Short-term uses of the
Environment versus Long-term Productivity" are provided in the Final
EIS/EIR, Chapter 3.0, Section 3.18.5, Short-Term Uses of the Environment
Versus Long-Term Productivity.  This change does not alter the conclusions
presented in the Draft EIS/EIR.   
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W W. Please refer to Response L-94.I for a discussion of the North/Middle Fork
American River confluence topics. 
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